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Cnrnoe 	 .-y----'-	 tlironzl:	 count:el of record,

C.	 and rezr:J ectrull-y- znovii. G. the

Ciourtto Gralart".: tiao ttzoc for	 GI	 :Grief ari5. joint

enpeni-iii from	 3, 1C./..7 toi.rif inclncling 1‘../nrcii 13, 1367, and for

reanGn: fri	 ier.: Cl Gaid	 folIGG.c.:

(it:est:ono of	 an in% nivcci	 anpeal, and the

2nor cor_flicting, cornnaitinen.o cAni 	 CL:=ICC1 i3":r.to1sant have preventec

Gv_ilicient joint effort :1-i trmocn in the	 	 :ion of the i.7:-Deal.

rni4 joint G:::Gen.-11:: to be 	 ba a ccrisidarable

and the •Grsparation and p .rintin3 ti_e rec.:	 ink° a week. In adcation, with

the Gliowance of an ocklitiGnal ten cinys in '.-/Lich to filo time came, counsel for

the 'appellant arc. oi the opinion tilitt portion: ca".	 joint GirGeadli: rf.±5,,at

iion of co-a:G.:GI en -rota

"lhe ii'otice 01	 the rzcoril on anpr.G1 have been tirnaly
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'UNITED STATES COURT 02 A22:1.ALS

4!zo,,
FOR TEE 2OURTE CTRCUIT	 0.:fikatty4,

Cgt!!,:ocz. 	 •

NO. 11,193

II

1YCIUDED	 IX

I ! •	
APP.=LLEE'S COUNTER-DESTONATION

OF PARTS OF 
JOENT
RECOR 

?
D
.? 
TO
?END

SE
IN 

!!!
!i

In'-addition to those matters designated by the

g appellant for inclusion in an appendix, tie appellee desig-

Mates the following:

7 . S ri :r1= tior concerning the taking of plaintiff's

deposition on February 27, 1563.

9 . Plaintiffs 	 __ogatories to the Defendant!

Nos. 1 to 342 and Ncs, 373 to 424 inclusive.

3.! With respect to the t ransc r ipt of the hearing

of March 1 1 ! , 1966, po.	 41-43.

4. Plaintiff's Notice to Take the Oral Deposition

: of 'ur : Rats, mailed March 29, 1966. 	 1

i

3. -Letter dated Acril 4, 1966 f rom Non. Ros 7 c1 C.	 i
!
i

EERIX HEINE,

sAppellant,

Appellee.

::h37,S...sy Chief Judge of the United States District Court

'or the District of Mary land, to counsel.



S.	 i'endant's Motion for a Prote..._i ye Order per-

aining to the taking of the defendant's oral deposition,

:rt m:, ed Apri , 11, 1966.
•

7. respect to the transcript of

• . : c. 4 April 14 (mistakeniv referrad to b y appellant as March 1'),

:Lop . 17-60, so that the entire transcript is included.

8. Supplemental Memorandum of the defendant in

• fliuoport of Motion for Summary Judgnent, mailed April 28, :966.

19. With . respect to the transcript of the hearing.
1

I: of April 28, • 1966,. of which the appellant has designated pp.

il
1-90, the appellee would also include p. 91.

IC. Wit'	 	 -o the deposition of Thomas W.

LaVenia Of which the ap pellant has designated pt. 1-4, apPel-

!fl ,nt would
ft

a.d.d pp. 5-11.

ti p!
	

11. With respect to zhc	 	 of the hearin

!io-= May 13, 1336, p p . 7-9.
Ii.

It!
.	 In.- R== d r vit of Lawrence R. Houston, General Counsel

1•3-..„
or the Central Entelligence Agenc y , and the latter of Hon. 	

.
ETtal 
14.14et

;li:homes W. Kenne y , Esg., United State° AttO=CV '4"..>” the D 4 str 4 ot e.:14
_.	 tititk‘..4`?•Stai
it of Maryland, dated May 31, lS66 which transmitted zna affidavit.-- ! 9t._

	

	 Ey*,
e.,,,, - z,t•Since the text of the affidavit is set forth commenong at

.	 .:	 .
:•it. 27 of the transcript of the proceedings of Se ptember 2,	 :pt:".1*

••••ztv-„,•
1356, it need not be reproduced. Th , Joint Rptandix ma y simply	 i

"t t-a =er to the fact that the text is to be foundat the further

	

	 1
I

t:prce
i,

.	 13. Letter dated Mav 31, 1963 from Hoz. Roszel C.
i

..?hamsen, Chief Judge Of the United States District Court for the t i
It1: ::-ri cz of Maryland, to counsel. 	 !

14. Defendant's Retiv Memorandum in suptort of its

• „Cpzizz for C7=pa ."-V Judgment. mailed Julv 29, 1963. •
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13. t:'-oh respect to the transcript of the hearing

of Septe:ber 23, 1;6:i,	 would include pp. 21-35;

_	 •
3D-63 and 94-13„;.

'S. Letter cf Ernest C. Rasketskas, so., to Hon.

•	 Roszal C. Th=sen, Chief Judge of the United States District

Court for the District of Yaryland, dated October 5, 1966.
1

;	 ..	 Appellant will pay for the cost of printing the
1	

• •

.	 ,

limaterial designated by h 4 n-. in this notice but will expect

to have such expenditure taxed as costs in the event he is

successful in the tre cent appeal.

;

:flzornavs for Attellee

3r SERVICE

A CODV 	 coi.g Counter-Designation was
I;

this 27th day of Februar y , 1966 to Ernest C. Raskauskas,	 1'
1

.•! rsg. and Robert J. Stanford,'Esa., LO-D A Street, N. W.,. Suite

: 707, Washington, D. C., Attorneys for

(

L--,


